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Graduate Study:. Fighty-
eight federal workers have
heen picked for a year of grad-. -
uate study in publie manage-
ment for the 197172 school
year. They will go to Cornell,
Harvard, Indiana, Punceton,
4Stanf01d or the Universitieg
of Southern California, Vir
gmm or Washington. ILocal
winners include:

Be1t1and Bayli n, HEW;

chnc X. xoqda\ HUD; Lyle
J. Foster, Army; Avr?m L Gu-
roff, Agriculture; Davig W
Baker, Defense Supply; Jane
E. ¥ullarton and Tetsuo
Okada, HEW; Dale L. Peter-
son, -CIA; A. Richard Peyer,
Defense; David ). Richard,
Transportation and Jerome L.
Duncan, DSA.
Ralph W, Glovioso, YEW;
Ronald Marcinkoski, Com-
merce; Jack 8. Nance, HEW;
Bernard Y. FBernsten, Post
lostice; Paul Ehrhavdt, BEW;
Robert 8. Kenison, HUD, and  /
s ) Bobby Layton, CIA,
S Herbert S, Bennett,
{1 Commerce;, Barbara Jean
1 Cooper, CIA Regina Xzpen-!
shade, HUD; Yatricia Good-:
rich, VA; Char_les X, Heybortn
HEW; Bruce K. Jonnson,
Treasury; John J. Larkins,
" tArmy; Nell R. Linsenmayer, _/
1CIA;. Dean Thomas Smith,
L . ! Agucultule Bruce T. Barkley,
Transportation; Gwendolyn M.,
Driggins, ])%A Jerome B/
1Friedman, HUD; Ronald C,
. Mims, Federal IHome Leoan
. o - Roard; William A, Quinlan,
: - Rose Robinson and Vincent G.
Stoneman, HEW.
Charles' A. Bucy, ArfmcuL
ture; Kugeno P. Dagg, Treas-
ury; 'Mcntm A, Miller, Alr
Foree; William T I\Iorandmi
Treasury; Theodore Brown, ) : . )
USIA; David A, Evans, Treas- : : _
ury; Lillim B, l‘dinon, Army;, :
Albert J. Marmo, Transporia- . .
tion; Darlene R, Whmley, VA, .
an,d‘C,.‘ Yivan _Wride,;’i‘gggxsury._ ‘ o
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By Julius Duscha ,
JHEN 1 6oT 1N 11E ¢An and -Asked to

_ \/ 7 be talken to the National War Col-

| lege, the driver gave me.a funny look,

as if I wanted to go to Fort Knox, After

I reminded him that the college was

down in Southwest at Fort McNair, he

nodded and grunted, “Yeah, I remember
now." , :

. You scem to be in another world as

yoli leave the modern concrete and glass

» of Southwest and pass by the brick sen-

try house and the iron grillwork at the

entrance to-old Fort McNair, an Army

post since 1794 and a highly strategic

picce of land because of its commanding

. go past General’s Row where fine old
Army-style Colonial houses line the riv-
© _ .erbank, And there it is, at the end of
. the old parade ground, not far from the
site’ of the trial and hanging of Mary
Surrate and three other conspirators in
the assassination of Abraham Lincoln.
i There is a sense of majesty about the
; sixty-year-old War College building
¢ with its graceful dome and white stone
- columns sctting off the intricacies of its
brickwork,
As we pulled up in front of the build-
ing, my cab driver leaned across the
" front scat and read out loud the words
~chiseled in stone above the entrance:
“National War College.” He turned to
- me, shook his head, and said: “All they.
do is study war in there, huh?” :
The name is<a problem. The War De-
partment has long since been renamed
the Department of the Army. Generals
and Defense secretaries "have developed
all sorts of obfuscating phrases to de-,
scribe war and warlike actions. Bue the
War College is still stuck with that awful
. pame, . .
But the National War College is not
Bismarck or Clausewitz mitnuclear weap-
ons—although a statue of Frederick the
Great once stood at its entrance, Rather,
its major purpose is to oper a window
on the world for highly parochial mili-
tary oflicer
who are likely

Lo down-river view of the Potomac. You
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military establishment, - L
It's a tall order, The men who come
through. the college each'year are in their
late thirties and early forties. They are
products of a cold-war cducation, It%s
always been Us versis Them, and no one
needs a scorecard to identify the players.

ey

very August a class of 140 ‘men ar-
I rives at the college. Three-fourths
are military officers, generally Army and
Air Force colonels and Navy captains.
The other fourth is civilian—Toreign
Servive Officer 2’ and 3’s from the State -
"Department and GS-15% from the ca
and other agencies. )
. To the miliary a year at the War
‘College is what & Nieman Fellowship at
Harvard is to journalists or a Sloan Iel-.
lowship at ¥arvard or Sranford to mid-
dle-level executives, Ir is recognition, a
rung up, an.eye-catcher on a resume.
“For ten months the War College stu- .
dents listen to some 150 off-the-record
lectures from people ranging all'the way.
from the President and the Cabinet to
bombs-away Air TForce generals and
cold-war theorists expert in the mysterics
of Mao. After hearing a lecture cach
morning the student body breaks up into
small discussion groups supervised by the
heavily military-oriented faculty of about
forty men, : .
The facolty members also oversee po-
livical-military simulations (What would |
you do if the Russians seized the Dar-
danelles?) and research papers (Ameri-
can Policy in Southeast Asia Duying the '
1980’s). ' ;‘
The student’s year is divided into,
twelve parts, cach constituting a course”’
such as National Power in the Modern .
Would, Military Strategy, Problems of -
Modernization, and, Internal -Defense.
There is nothing in the curricalum abont
building bigger bombs, but as one would
expect in a college directly responsible
to-the Jolut Chiefs of Staff everything
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o become leaders of the  the feasibility of military solutions to the

world’s problems,”

In the last fow years, apparently fecl-
ing that the military’s most relevant role
may not be in Europe or the AMiddle East
or Southeast Asia, the War College has
gevised its curriculum-to include consid-
erable emphasis on the New Left and
other potential threats to our internal
security. 1 came away from the War
College with the uneasy fecling that the
officers there sce a military solution to

.the inconvenience c¢aused by dissent in

our socicty, -

R

"ni"he National War Collége was set up-

by the Joine Chiefs in 1946 to fill the
need “for comprehensive education in
the formulation and implementation of

national sceurity policies and stirategies -

of a highly select group of senior oflicers
from cach of the military services and
civilian government agencies.” Dwight
Eisenhower, James Forrestal, George
Marshall, and Hap: Arnold have all been
eredited with starting the college, which
was modeled after the Brivish Liiperial
Defence College antl was housed in what
had been the headquarters of the Army
War College. The Army, Navy, and Alr,
Force still have their own War Colleges,
but these rival insticutions are more con-
cerned with nuts-and-bolts military op-.
erations and none looks at grand stra-
tegic concepts the way the National War
College does. .

“The commandant of the War Collese
is always a military man, curreptly Air
Force Lt Gen. John B. McPherson, He
has two deputies, Réar Admiral Percival
W. Jackson and J. Wesley Jones, a for-
mer ambassador to Peru and Libya. For
the military, command jobs at the War

sollege are almost always terminal posts.

cfore retirement. The State Department
deputy s usually a man on his way up.

George F. Kennan was the first State”

Department deputy commandant, and he
describes the beginnings of the college
i his Memoirs: 1925-1950:

“The War College . . . focused on the
interrelationship of military and non-
milicary means in the promulgation of
mational policy. Tt was a course, in short,
on strategic-military doctrine. . . . Not
only were we all new to this subject, per-
senally and institutionally, bur we had, as
we turned to it, virtally nothing in the
way of an established or traditional
American doctrine which we could take
2 a point of -departure for our thinking
and teaching. It was a mark of the wealko
ucss of all previous American thinking
about international affairs that there was
alimost nothing in American political it
enature of the past one hundred years on”

the subject of the relationship of war to

palitics, American thinking about foreign
02&@@800@1y4ﬂc1(1rcs§ed to

the problems of peace, and had taken
place largely within the frameworks of
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